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REMARKS 

Claims l-l? are pending in the case. The Examiner's reconsideration of the 
rejections is respectfully requested in view of the amendments and the remarks. 

Applicants appreciate the Examiner^s indication that Claims 9, 10, 13 and 14 are 
objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if 
rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
intervening claims. 

Claims 1« 9» 16 and 17 have been objected to, wherein the Examiner requested 
that that a{a)) be further defined. 

Claims 1, 16 and 17 have been amended to recite that aio) is a modulus of a 
Wldrow-Hoff estimate (Claim 9 depends from Claim 1, and therefore includes the 
limitations of Claim 1). 

Widi respect to Claim 9, the Examiner has requested that the parameters be 
further defined. Claim 9 has been amended to clarify the terms ^0*^) and as a 

windowed Fourier transform, and a filter process, respectively. 

The Examiner's reconsideration of the objection is respectfully requested* 

Claims 1-6, 8, 1 1, 12 and 15-17 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Yu et al. (US Patent App. No. 2004/0047464) in view of Balan 
et al. (ICA2001 Conference 12/01). The Examiner stated essentially that the combined 
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te^ichings of Yu and Balan teach or suggest all the limitations of Claims 1-6, 8, 1 1 , 12 and 
15-17. 

Claims 1, 16 and 17 are the pending independent claims, 

Qaims 1^16 and 17 claim, inter alia, "recorded mixture of a desired signal and 
an unwanted signal given a recording of the unwanted signal without the desired signal* 
comprising: aligning the recorded mixture and the recording of the unwanted signal 
without the desired signal/' 

Yu proposes a two-microphone system where the two acoustic signals picked up 
□by the microphones each contain a mixture of speech signal and noise (or interference) 
signal (see Abstract). □ Claims 1,16 and 17 claim» utter alia^ "recorded mixture of a 
desired signal and an unwanted signal given a recording of the unwanted signal without 
the desired signal, comprising: aligning the recorded mixture and the recording of the 
unwanted signal without the desired signal." The claimed invention includes two signals, 
one n comprising a mixture of a desired signal and an unwanted signal, and the second 
including the unwanted signal without the desired signal. Nowhere does Yu teach or 
suggest "aligning the recorded mixture and the recording of the unwanted signal without 
the desired signal** as claimed in Claims 1,16 and 17, Therefore, Yu fails to teach or 
suggest all the limitations of Claims 1» 16 and 17. 

Balan presents a source separation algorithm that uses also two microphone 
signals. □ However, in Balan . the microphone signals contain both the signal of interest 
and the interference signal, see page 1, equations (1) and (2). Balan does not teach or 
suggest **aligning the recorded mixture and the recording of the unwanted signal without 
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the desired signal" as claimed in Claims 1 » 16 and 17. Therefore Balan fails to cure the 
deficiencies of Yu, 

The combined teachings of Yu and Balan teach two mixed signals. The combined 
teachings of Yu and Balan fail to teach or suggest "aligning the recorded mixture and the 
recording of the unwanted sigoal without the desired signal'' as claimed in Claims 1,16 
and 17; 

Claims 2-6, 8, 11, 12 and 15 depend from Claim L The dependent claims are 
believed to be allowable fojr at least the reasons given for Claim 1. The Examiner*5 
reconsideration of the rejection is respectfully requested. 

Claim 7 has been rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yu 
and Balan and further in voew of Biz^ak (US Patent App, No. 2002/0172378). The 
Examiner stated essentially that the combined teachings of Yu, Balan and Bizjak teach or 
suggest all the limitations of Claim 7. 

Claim 7 depends from independent Claim 1. Claim 7 is believed to be allowable 
for at least the reasons given for Claim 1. Reconsideration of the rejection is respectfully 
requested. 

For the forgoing reasons^ the present application^ including Claims 1-17, is 
believed to be in condition for allowance. The Examiner's early and favorable action is 
respectfully urged. 
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Respectfully Submitted, 



Date: _Jutie_14^2007 dt^JifEu^. 

Donald B. Paschburg / 
Reg. No." 33,753 



Attorney for Applicants 



Mailing Address: 
SIEMENS CORPORATION 
Intellectual Property Department 
5^^ Hoor 

170 Wood Avenue South 
Iselin, New Jersey 08830 
(732) 321-3191 
(732) 321-3030 (FAX) 
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